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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on 18 October 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 18 October 2001 is/are: a)n accented or b)M objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) b^eld in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is require! if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some * c)n None of: | 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have beenf received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

L This action is responsive to the appKcation filed October 18, 2001. 

2. The priority date considered is October 18, 2001. 

3. Qaims 1-14 have been examined. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings filed October 18, 2001 are objected to by the examiner 
because of the following typographical errors: 

a. Figure 3: the word "Lounches'' in box 33; 

b. Figure 4: the word "Great" in box 44. 

Claim Objection 

5. Qaims 3, 7, 9 and 13 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

a. claims 3, 7 and 13 recite, among other things, the limitations a 
yarsenwrf' at line 4 and an ''enpty'' at line 5. Since it is unclear what a 'parsemm!' 
and an 'fe^fy^'are, these limitations are thus interpreted to mean - a 
"parsenum" parameter - and - an "empty"' parameter - for art rejection 
purposes; 

b, claim 9 contains a possible typographical error at line 4: "so." For 
art rejection purposes, the term "so" is interpreted to mean - to --. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distincdy claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as 
his invention. 
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7. Qaims 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Lack of antecedent basis: 

Qaim 9 recites the limitation "said native file tailoring functions" 
at line 9. There is insufficient antecedent basisf for this limitation in the claim. 

b. Unclean 

I 

Qaims 3, 7 and 13 recite the limitation "a parameter selected from 
the grt)up of a set of keys, a skeleton file pointer, . . ., and a 'sort' parameter." It 
is unclear whether or not the limitation shall be interpreted to mean - a 
parameter selected from a group of parameters comprising: key parameters, 
skeleton file pointer parameters, "stat" parameter, . . . and "sort" parameter. - 
Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C 101 reads as follows: 

"Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a 
patent therefor, subject to the conditions and reqiurements of this tide. 

9. Qaims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

Qaim 9 merely recites a system comprising a control script and a 
preparation function. These elements are interpreted to be software 
components, i.e., computer program per se. Such claimed matter, which is 
descriptive material or non-functional descriptive material is not statutory 
because it is not a physical "thing" nor a statutory process as there are not 



Application/Control Number. 09/981,875 
Art Unit: 2122 



Page 4 



"acts" being performed. Such claimed computer programs do not define any 
Structural and functional interrelationships between the computer program and 
other claimed aspects of the invention, which permit the computer's program's 
functionality to be realized. Since a computer program is merely a set of 
instmctions capable of being executed by a computer, the program itself is not 
a process, without the computer- readable medium needed to realize the 
computer's functionality. In contrast, a claimed computer- readable medium 
encoded with a computer program defines stmctural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and the medium which 
permit the computer program's functionality to be realized, and is thus 
mandatory. Wammkm, 33 F.d at 1361, 31 USPQ 2d at 1760. InreSarkar, 588 
F.2d 1330, 1333, 200 USPQ 132, 137 (CCPA 1978). See MPEP § 2106 
(IV)(B)(l)(a). 

Qaims 10-14, which depend from claim 9, are also rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 101 for the same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

11. Qaims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Applicant's admitted priqr ail (AAPi^ of pages 2-6 and 
Figures 1 and 2 of applicant's background. |f 
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Claims 1, 5 and 9 

AAPA discloses at least : 

TwdwTga 50t (f dztapn^aratim oyntrdparanEters (see at least Figure 1, 
step 11 and related discussion in the specification, e.g., indicating to the FTF 
utility how the output data is to be formatted); 

bmldmg asetcf errpty tahles htsed t^m said (mtrdparanEtm (see at 
least Figure 1, steps 11 & 12 and related discussion in the specification); 

pYXXESsinga set (f same data to hdsaid errpty tabks oamBig to said 
oormdparanmrs (see at least Figure 1, steps 13 & 14 and related discussion in 
the specification); and 

inuokvngsaid natiw file taihmjgfitrjctions on said loaded taHes to cbtain a 
desired set cf tailored files (see at least Figure 1, step 15 and related discussion in 
the specification). 

Qaims 4, 8 and 14 

The rejection of base claims 1, 5 and 9 respectively is incorporated. 
AAPA further discloses ^uherwi said step of irwoking natiw file uihnngfimcdDns 
awprises the step cf imxkinganlSPF file tailoringser^ (see at least Figure 1, step 15 
and related discussion in the specification). 

Qaim 11 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. AAPA further discloses 
"Uiherein said cMrd script isajch Control Lan^ge (J CL) script (see at least Figure 1, 
steps 12, 13, 14 and related discussion in the specification). 
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Claim 12 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. AAPA further discloses 
•uherein both the contrd script ard thepi^aririgjmctkm are adapted to run mthin an ISPF 
ernirunment (see at least Figure 1, steps 14, 15 and related discussion in the 
specification). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subjea matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person havii^ ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Qaims 2, 3, 6, 7, 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over AAPA of pages 2-6 and Figures 1 and 2 of applicant's 
bacl^round in view of "search390.com Definitions: REXX," (hereinafter 
"REXX"') provided by Applicant. 

Qaims 2 and 6 

The rejection of base claims 1 and 5 respectively is incorporated. AAPA 
does not specifically disclose nihemn said step cfprrxEssinga set(fsom£ data, 
(jonprises pnxEssing aset(f taUes using a REXX exeaOaUe pro-am However, REXX 
shows that IBM has designed an interpreted script called REXX in order to 
make programming accessible to non-programmers. It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use REXX to mput data into tables built by the FTF utility 
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because the use of REXX would ease the task of forniatting the input data into 
the required tabular format. 

Gaims 3, 7 and 13 

The rejection of base claims 1, 5 and 9 respectively is incorporated. 
AAPA does not specifically disclose "uhermi said step (f mdwiga set cf data 
preparation omtrd pararrEte)^ conprises mdiing a pararmer sdeOed from the ^xjup (fa set 
(fke)5, a skdeton file pointer, a "stats" parameter, a "skip"paranFter, a "parsemm", a 
"xlat" pararrEter, a "mar^" pararmer, a "tnm:"pararmer, an "enpty", anda "sort" 
parameter. However, REXX shows that IBM has designed an interpreted script 
called REXX in order to make programming Accessible to non-programmers. 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use REXX tofvrite procedures to empty a 
table (e.g., the claimed "empty" parameter) so*lhat new input data could be 
entered into the table. One skilled in the art wpuld have been motivated to 
write REXX scripts to ease the task of formatting the input data into the 
required tabular format. 

The same rationale also applies for the implementation of the other 
parameters recited in the claims, e.g., "margin" parameter, etc. 

QaimlO 

The rejection of base claim 9 is incorporated. AAPA does not 
specifically disclose isherein said prepariiigfimtion is a REXX executaUe script. 
However, REXX shows that IBM has designed an interpreted script called 
REXX in Older to make programming accessible to non-programmers. It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use REXX to write procedures to empty a table 
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(e.g., the claimed "empty" parameter) so that new input data could be entered 
into the table. One skilled in the art would have been motivated to write 
REXX scripts to ease the task of formatting the input data mto the required 
tabular format. 



Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
{mm the examiner should be directed to Hoang-Vu A Nguyen-Ba whose 
telephone number is (703) 305-0103. The examiner can normally be reached 
on Tuesday-Friday, 6:00 - 16:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on (703) 305-4552. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application maybe obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications maybe obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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